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Mr. DeBRETT, | 

A the author of a pamphlet, entitled 
10 Lucubrations during a ſhort Re- 
ceſs,” has not thought proper to affix his 
name to the publication, I have no perſon 
to addreſs an anſwer to but you, who are 
the publiſher ; and as I mean no incivility to 
any body, I truſt to your not taking amiſs 
whatever I may ſay: becauſe, when groſs 
ignorance offers itſelf to the public, and we 

waſte our time in reading a collection of 
words which have not one ſyllable of ar- 
gument in them, nor the ſmalleſt practica- 
| bility in the meaſures that are recom- 
mended, it is not wonderful that our 
_ reſent- 
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03 
reſentment is rouſed, and that we uſe 
terms which, on ordinary occaſions, would 
appear unpolite. | 


The author begins with ſtating the ne- 


ceſſity of the prelent Miniſter's enforcing 
public reformation ; and afficms, as fact, a 


matter in which he is much miſtaken, 
namely, that no oppoſition ever obtained 
ſo complete a victory over the Miniſters 
whom they oppoſed. This is a matter [ 
do not intend to argue. Admitting, there- 
fore, that it is incumbent on every Miniſtry 


to make all neceſſary reforms, and that 


this Miniſtry is not bound to make thoſe 
that are not neceſſary, I will conſider, 


_ firſt, how far he proves that the reform, 


which he ſuppoſes the Miniſters muſt at- 
tempt, is neceſſary; and then, whether that 
which he recommends would not render 
the ſtate infinitely in a worſe condition than 
it is at preſent, The world is very apt to 
imagine, that becauſe oppoſition declaims 
much againſt the ſyſtem of thoſe in power, 

that 


t 
that therefore they are bound, as ſoon as they 
become Miniſters to make every alteration 
which the ſpeculatiſt imagines is proper, 
and are tied down, right or wrong, to do 
that which they endeavoured to force their 
predeceſſors into; not conſideting, that 
when we ſee things immediately before us 


they appear very differently, and thoſe 
which at a diſtance may ſeem eligible, 


when near are not only the reverſe, but 
abſolutely impracticable. 


The preſent Miniſters, ſays he, ©* are 

e obliged, by every tie that can poſſibly bind 
&« them, both in their public and in their pri- 
te vate capacities, to propoſe in parliament, 
* and to recommend to the ſanction of their 
ce Sovereign, ſuch conſiitutional reforma- 
& tions as in former times they pledged 
« themſelves to ſupport, and urged in jo 
« flirong and powerful a manner, to their 
ce flubborn aud obdurate opponents,” —l 
hope the Miniſters will by no means fub- 
ſcribe to this poſition, for it is not founded 
B 2 | in 
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in reaſon or common ſenſe. A perſon at à 
great diſtance, and ſeeing very indiſtinctly, 
adviſes and exhorts another to attempt a 
violent meaſure, but, being in the ſame 


fituation himſelf finds it impracticable, and 


that he muſt involve himſelf in inextri- 
cable difficulties, is he bound at all events 
to hazard the attempt? Nothing, Sir, is ſo 
common as for perſons perfectly ignorant 
of others affairs, to recommend a variety 
of meaſures, which, if they were perfectly 
acquainted with their circumſtances, might 
appear unwiſe or impracticable. 


I have ſaid this much only to ſhew the 


author how fallaciouſly he argues ; for it 
certainly is not to the purpoſe of reforming. 


the repreſentation, which never was pro- 
poſed by the laſt oppoſition, which, as 
oppoſitioniſts, they never pledged them- 
ſelves to ſupport, and I believe is very con- 
trary to the wiſhes and opinion of many 


of nos who lately had, and alſo of many 


of 


l 
of thoſe who now have, a conſiderable 
ſhare in the councils of this country. 


The author next affirms, that we are 
fallen from a great height into an abyſs of 


miſery. Therefore we muſt be blind in- 


« deed, if we do not perceive that there 


« muſt have been ſome ſecret ſpring which 


« has eſcaped the penetration of our anceſ= 
« tors, and which. has proved the bitter 
tc ſource of calamity and misfor;une.” I truſt 
the abyſs of miſery is not fo deep and de- 
+ plorable as the author imagines ; and there 
appears to me reaſon to hope, that a wiſe, 
a reſolute, an active, and honeſt Miniſter 
may place this country in a reſpectable 


ſtation among the nations: but how does 


it follow (ſuppoſing the picture as gloomy 
as he will have it) that ſome ſecret ſpring 
which eſcaped the penetration of our an- 
ceſtors, hurried us down the precipice of 
woe? Was the defection of the American 

colonies occaſioned by any ſecret ſpring ? 
Was the war againſt them urged orf by 


any 


s — 


3 
any ſecret engine? Was not their defection 
the conſequence of their ſtrength, and 


was not the commencement of it the fa- 
vourite meaſure of the whole kingdom? If 
the gentleman has connections any where, 
whether they are in the city or the country, 
whether they are on this, or on the other 
ſide the Tweed, he muſt know that the 
voice of the people was for war ; and that 
there was no influence of the Crown ne- 
ceſſary to urge them into an undertaking 
that has proved expenſive, though, I hope, 
neither diſgraceful or ruinous. As I deny 
the author's premiſes, viz. That the Mi- 
niſtry are pledged to endeavour at parlia- 
mentary reform, I cannot ſubſcribe to his 
concluſion that they ought to attempt it; 
nor can I allow, that the conſtitution of 
this country, which has been the work of 
ages, and ſtill remains to be the admt- 
ration of the world, ſhould in any degree 
be endangered, becauſe fome whimſical or 
perhaps intereſted man fancies he fees an 
imperfection: nor will I conſent to re- 


move 


Sas. 
move a corner ſtone, and endanger- the 
fabrick, becauſe ſome people imagine it is 
not of a faſhionable colour. 


The alteration of the term of parlia- 
ments does not ſuit the author taſte, who 
ſtiles himſelf Member for a County; I 
ſhould be ſurprized if it did; county 
members would willingly fit for life ; trou- 
ble and expence are not pleaſant to any 
body, controul is (till leſs ſo, but if any al- 
teration is proper, and can be ſafely at- 
tempted, ſurely it is that which gives the 
electors the moſt frequent opportunities 
of ſignifying their approbation or diſlike, 
of the conduct of their repreſentatives. It 
by no means follows, that if the elections 
were annual, the elected may not continue; 
indeed annual elections generally place the 
elected for life, certainly during good be- 
haviour ; but as my ideas bade me to wiſh: 
that the conſtitution may remain unpurged 
by ſtate empiricks, I will not argue in fa- 
vour of any alterations, but proceed to 


ſhew 


1 

ſhew that there is no neceſſity for any re- 
form, and then endeavour to prove that 
which is propoſed by the author is neither 
juſt or wiſe, and will render the ſtate in 
a worſe condition than it is at preſent. 


The author calls this a neceſſary reform, 
and I admit, if the neceſſities of the ſtate 


| abſolutely require the deprivation of any 


rights or property, nay even if the neceſſi- 


ties of the ſtate required the lives of men, 
all muſt be yielded up to indiſpenſible ne- 


ceſſity, becauſe neceſſity has no law, it is 
before all, it neither is, or can be bound by 
any. But idle ſpeculatiſts, narrow-minded, 
ſhort-ſighted politicians, term every thing 
neceſſary for the ſtate which their vain and 
filly imaginations induce them to think 
would be beneficial, as if what was bene- 
ficial was abſolutely neceſſary, and becauſe 
all muſt give way to certain neceflity, 


therefore every thing muſt yield to what a a 


few ignorant people think of advantage. 


What 


(7.9c:1 
What pretence of neceſſity is there; has 
any one ſtated that it will ſave us from the 
power of France, or that it will reſtore 
America? Neceſſity implies imminent dan- 
ger; becauſe while there is no danger of 
ruin, there can be no necęſſity for ſevere 
reform. | e N 


| «© There are (ſays he) three plans which 
*- have been ſuggeſted as the beſt means of. 
ie improving the repreſentation" of the peo= 
«. ple: The firſt is, by adding à certain 
«_ number of members to the repreſentatives 
«. of. the different caunties ;. the ſecond, by.. 
« digfranchifing the ſmaller boraughs ; the 
« third plan propoſes the ſubtracting à cer- 
« tain number of borough members, and 
«- giving them to the counties, which appears 
indeed to be the only: mode by which thit 
t grievancecanbe juſilyandſafelyremedied.” 


The author's arguments againſt the two 
firſt plans are the weakeſt I have yet heard ; 
indeed they are aſſertions rather than argu- 


C ments 


— — 
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ments, and need only contradiction for 
confutation ; but as the plans are no fa- 
vourites with me, I will leave them to his 


mercy. 


The mixed plan, therefore, ic moſt uner- 


ceptionable; (therefore might have been 


omitted, unleſs the author's diſapprobation 
is a ſufficient reaſon for rejection, for his 
diſlike is as good an objection as either he 
has been pleaſed to make.) But this t 
unexceptionable plan the very ſame para- 
graph tells us is attended with various dif- 


Fculties, which the moſt zealous partizans 


for ſucb a ms have hardly ey fa 
remove. | | 


| Your author is very bold, to warrant the 
removal of difficulties: which have affright- 
ened thoſe zealous partizans ; and although 
there are many more objections than he 
has been pleaſed. to give, yet he has af- 
forded more than he has in any degree 


been alle to remove, 


In 


6111 ,;) 

In the firſt place he tells us it is faid, 
8 that depriving any man of his franchiſe 
5; contrary to every principle of Juſtice, 
te and if once carried into effeft may intro- 
e duce a precedent capaple of being con- 


1 verted to very oppreſſive purpoſes.” 


« But this objection does not firike him in 
«g very ſirong point of view ;—obſerve the 
&* reaſon.” *©* If at any former period any 
« [or of men have acqui red franchiſes, 
40 which experience proves to be pernici- 
| ec ous to the community at large, that can- 
. © not ſurely be accounted a ſu ufficient ground 
| 0 for _ their perpetually enjoying them.” 

Would not any one ſuppoſe acquired meant 
acquired wrongfully, improperly, clan- 
| denſtinely, or by ſome vnlawful means ? 
Would any body, reading the ſentence a- 
bove, imagine that this ſet of men was 
| really a certain number of boroughs ſend- 
ing members to parliament ? and that the 
acquiſition here ſpoken of, was either pre- 
ſcription, that is immemorial uſage, or le- 


C2 52 gal 


( 12 ) | 

gal grants from the crown; exerciſed and 
enjoyed, none for leſs than one century 
and many for five centuries, unim- 
peached as to right, and as far as ap- 
pears, exerciſed with the ſtricteſt atten- 
tion to the end and purpoſe for which they 
were originally granted, which experi- 
ence proves to be pernicious to the commu- 
nity at large.” How does the experience, 


or the perniciouſneſs to the community at 


large appear? In what reſpect does t the 
author pretend to ſhew that the com- 
munity is affected by his own or any other 


man's experience]! Or what are the perni- 


cious conſequences ariſing from Old Sa- 
rum ſending Mr. Pitt, and Mr. Wilkin- 
ſon, or Gatton, Lord eden and Mr. 


Mayne, as four Repreſentatives in Parlia- 
ment, of the Commons of Great- Britain ? 


I think myſelf well juſtified i in affirming, 
that if there were no other reaſons (and 
there are) the having ſent to parliament 
four ſuch able and reſpectable members, 
is a very ſufficient ground for not violating 


every idea of juſtice, Wich relpect to 


thoſe 


113 1 
thoſe two Boroughs, which the author f 
particularly lays his iron hand on. 
« The demand for abo ing g obnoxious pri 
8 viledges (fays he) is by 10 means new,” 
How old ctamour, oppreſſic on, and in- 
Juſtice are, I will not even gueſs at; but 
for our own lakes 1 with they were older 
than our times, 1 never have heard anti- 
quity pleaded in extenuation of robbery 
or murder, and yet they : are nearly a as old 
as the world. Soverei Zus have gratually 
« oft their legal rights. as oppurtunities o- 
« gcurred: 1 deny that the ſovereighs of 
this country have been deprived 'of one 
right; but if the author's affertion his any 
argument, it is this —Sovereigns have 
been deprived of their legal rights, when 
opportunities for that purpoſe occurred; 
therefore any man, or ſet of men, ought 
to be deprived of their legal rights when 
opportunity for that pur poſe occurs. It is 
juſt as good ſenſe and argument to ſay, 
becauſe many men have been robbed'sr 
murdered, when opportunities for thoke 


purpoſes 


64 
purpoſes occurred, therefore any man may 
be murdered or robbed when opportuni- 
ties occur, and the inclinations of thoſe 
who are villainous enough to commit thoſe 
crimes, induce them to it. © Nay, and 
now you will expect an unanſwerable ar- 
gument Have not the priviledges which 
© were enjoyed by the members of both 
« houſes of parliament been dimini ſhed 2” 
Some priviledges (namely, the power of 
franking letters without writing the whole 
direction, and not carrying on fuits during 
the ſitting of parliament againſt members 
of either houſe,) have been voluntarily re- 
linquiſhed, the act having paſſed both 
houſes with ſcarce a diſſenting voice. But is | 
this a reaſon why eighty- five boroughs ſhall, 
againſt their moſt earneſt wiſhes, be de- 
prived of their right of ſending members 
to parliament ? He proceeds, “ and ſhall 
« the unconſtitutional claims of a few petty 
te woillages be regarded!” by what law, 
cuſtom, or uſage are their claims unconſti- 


futional ? Being perfectly legal, I appre- 
hend / 
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( 15:) | 
hend they are conſtitutional ; but if they 
are illegal, there needs not the interpoſition 
of the legiſlature to let them aſide. The 
author has ſurely been much uſed to mul- 
titudes, who deems eighty-five a few ; and 
theſe petty villages, according to his own 
ſtatement, have fix thouſand ſeven hun- 
dred and ſeven voters; but I can ſhew 


ſome of them to have three times the 
number he mentions. 


. Nor his thoſe boroughs which have 
« the moſt probable chance of being disfran- 
«* chiſed, ſuch flrong claims to antient fran- 
« chiſes as ir generally imagined—The fol- 
« lowing is a lift of the towns which en- 

* joyed the right of ſending repreſentntroes 
to parliament in the year 1446. Pleaſe 
to obſerve this is 336 years ago; would 
not therefore any one imagine that none of 
theſe were to ſuffer, if antiquity has any 
claim to mercy ? and I ſuppoſe it has, by 
the author's telling us “ 7hat thoſe which 
* have the moſt probable - chance of being 
% disfranchijed, have not ſuch ſtrong claims 


« fo 


(116;) 
« 14 ancieht-franchiſs as is imagined” and 
yet, out of 99, of. which number the liſt 
conſiſt Ln Gegen to ſuffer,” * 2 
** I 
The N hin Wan to tell us 
that «© the heritable jurisdickion i in Scotland 
«& being a dangerous priviledge, was not long 
ince aboliſhed, and the value of their 
rights left entirely to the judgment and 
4 Adiſcretion of a court of juſtice. It is 
not very important to Engliſhmen how 
dangerous thoſe rights were; but whether 
more or leſs fo, i it ought ſutely to be proved 
that the rights: enjoyed by theſe boroughs 
are equally ſo, before they are condemned 
in the ſame manner, admitting that the 
practice of Scotland is at all times right, 
and that Eogland is bound on all. occaſions 
to follow ſo wiſe a director. But, Sir, in- 
ſtead of offering one ſyllable i in proof, even 
without an affirmation of any danger at- 
tending the exerciſe of theſe rights, without 
a reaſon expreſſed or implied, this reſpec. 
table author declares that « after the ex- 


« ample 


( 17 ) 

* aniple giuen us an that occaſion, let fintb 
* boroughs as are disfranchiſed receive am- 
te ple compenſation for their property and 
« their rights, and then all applications to 
* the juſtice and the equity of the legiſlature 
& will be prevented” which, if ĩt ean be ten- 
dered into Engliſh, I tranſlate thus, take 
from eighty- five boroughs the right of ſend- 
iog members to parliament; which right, in 
moſt caſes, is neither to be bought nor ſold 
(therefore a pecuniary value cannot be affixs 
ed). „ and give them ſuch compenſation as 
me man, of fume. number of men, ball de- 
termine is ampie, which muſt be ſome 

equivalent right, becauſe gold candot be a 
compenſation for that which it cannot pur- 
chaſe,, and one right Which cannot be 
bought, can only be a compenſation, for 
angthet right which cannot be ſold ; ani 

1 then (it being: very immaterial. whether 
the parties a's. ſatigfied or not) * ai; appli- 
ei cations to the legiſlature will be Prevent- 
ä T NN But, if the buſineſs is, ſo n eaſily 
| ſxteds. if the rights are unconſtitutional, 
$ | D the 
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„ 
the enjoyers of them a few petty villages, 
and their applications and complaints per- 
fectly immaterial, why all this trouble? 


take them away, and give them no conſi- 


deration : for it is equally juſt to annihilate 


| theſe rights without -any .compenſation, as 


with ſuch an one as does not ſatisfy the 
parties; and if they ate dangerous and un- 
conſtitutional they deſerve no recompence 
for their loſs, but ought to ſuffer for ro- 


taining them fo long. 


Hut the great difficulty (ſays your au- 
« thor) does not lie in anſivering the fri- 
ce volous objectians that are urged againſt 
« this neceſſary reform, but in pointing out 
tec hat boroughs ought to be digfrancbiſed, 
&« fo what extent their rights ought, to be 


* diminiſhed, and in what manner compen- 


* ſation ought to be given them. for the pri- 
te vileges of which they may be deprived.” . 


Vour author is very forgetful ; for it is 
only the preceding paragraph but two, that 
92515 SET: 15 . 


3 
he found a moſt eaſy mode of compenſatiog 
for the loſs of their rights, after the ex- 
« ample f Scotland, with' reſpec ta the 
« heritable juriſdiction and, only four 
pages before that, there were various. 
« dificulties which the moſt zealous partis 
&« fans for fuch a ſcheme have hardly at- 
*'rempted to remove”; but, by his clear 
reaſoning, which I have ſtated correctly, 
they are now reduced to frivolous objec- 
tions. Whether frivolous or not, others 
muſt determine; but the firſt is, that it is 
unjuſt to deprive any man, or ſet of men, 
of thoſe rights which they legally (and 1 
will add, conſtitutionally) obtained, and 
which they exerciſe to the beſt of their ca- 
pacities in the manner for which they were 
originally granted, when no complaint of 
miſuſe has been made, and when the ne- 
ceſſities of the ſtate require no ſuch depri- 
vation. When the legality of the rights 
are diſputed, a Court of law or Court of 
Parliament muſt detetermine them; and, 
until ſo diſputed and determined, it Cannot 
” D 2 be 
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be denied that they have a legal right to 
the enjoyment of them, until a complaint 
of miſuſe | is made; and that boroughs act 
as conſiſtently with thoſe rights which the. 


conſtitution has given them, as any county 


in the kingdom. Having, I think, ſhewn 
that there is neither neceſſity or reaſon for 
the reform the author propoſes, I will at- 
tempt to prove that the repreſentation 
would be thereby more imperfeR, and the 
nation rendered in a worſe condition than 
it is at preſent. Your author's propoſition 
is totally to disfranchiſe fifteen boroughs, 
and to take one member from ſeventy 


more, in the ſtead of, which he propoſes 


that one hundred county members ſhall be 
introduced, It is very unpleaſant to ſcru- 
tinize the names and characters of any 
gentlemen, hut I deſire the author to exa- 
mine your Court Kalendar, and ſay whether 
the thirty gentlemen ſent to Parliament, by 


theſe fifteen boroughs are not as proper 


and as vpright members of Parliament ag 
any, W that are MES] toy! be ſent from 
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62 3 
the counties he propoſes to increaſe, Sir, 
this author has not yet leatned that every 
Member of Parliament is a repreſentative 

ol all the Commons of Great Britain, whe- 
| ther choſen to fit there by the electors of | | 
the county of Vork or of Old Sarum, and 


is to attend with equal regard to the vel. 
fare of the whole empire. . 


2 — AM 


— 3 


What is the importance, if the ſenator | 
be wiſe and virtuous, by whom he is ap- 
pointed to fit i in parliament z integrity and 
ability are the great requiſites, and is it not 
more probable. they ſhould appertain to 
men of education and fortune, than to thoſe 
whoſe talents of noiſe, diflipation, and riot 
would render them the objects of popular 
election? Is a pig-merchant in the Borough 
of Southwark, or the ſon or brother of * 
peer, more proper Members of Parlia ment ö 
than Meſs. Drake, Mr. Wm. Pitt, Sir Ro- 
bert Clayton, Mr. Buller, Mr. Thomas 
Pitt, Mr. Secretary Townthend, Mr. Liſter, 


, MEL 


Meſſ Jolliffe, Mr. Laſcelles, Lord New- | 


a 
haven, Colonel Barre, and at leaſt a hun- 
dred equally reſpectable (T took theſe only 
as they firſt occurred) that would, on the 
propoſed plan, be entirely excluded from 
the probability of fitting in parliament? 
The great point is the choice, not who 
ſhall chuſe, and until i it is proved that more 
eligible perſons would be returned for 
counties, there cannot be any pretence, 
much leſs any neceſſity, to do acts of vio- 
jence and injuſtice to remedy that which 
is neither proved, nor in any reſpecl ſtated 
as an evil by your author. But, Sir, I aid, 
that if this vagary took place, the repre- 
ſentation would be in a worle, that is in a” 
more dependant ſtate, and leſs at liberty to 
act according to their own diſcretion, than 
at preſent, How far it is proper, that 
thoſe who ele& ſhould controul the con- 
guck of the elected, I do not mean to ar- 
gue ; Mr. Burke, whoſe opinion every body 
muſt reſpect, thinks there ſhould not be 
any controul, and if be is right in that | po- 
fition, the propoſed alteration I will ven- 
ture 
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ture to ſay is wrong, becauſe whether the 
Peer or the mob elects. (and i it will i in all 
caſes be the one or the other) the member 
will not dare to be unruly, Vour author's 
idea is to add one hundred county members 
in the room of thoſe aboliſhed, to be cho- 
ſen by frecholders of forty ſhillings a year 
in each county. I beg leave again to refer 
the author to the Red Book, and as he 
may not be much acquainted with county 
members and their connections, let him 
deſire Mr. Byng or Mr. Robinſon to in- 
form him how many county members are 
now in this parliament, or were in the laſt, 

wha are not the entire nomination of Peers, 

he will find half of them, at leaſt, ate the 
pear rel ations or connections of Peers, with- 
out property or pretence, except ſuch re- 


lationſhip or connection, to be choſen by a 
county; almoſt another fourth are elected 
by the intereſt of ſome two or three Peers +. 


and I believe it will be allowed me, that 
if the Peers in every county were to unite, 


they would nominate every county mem- 


ber 
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ber in thę kingdom, except one indeed for 
Surry; for Mr. Fox, Mr. Byng, or Mr. 
Wilkes may indulge their vanity as they 
pleaſe, but believe me Sir Joſeph Mawbey 
is the man of the people in ſpight of them 
all, and is the only one among them that 
could be choſen for a county, againſt the 
moſt determined oppoſition of every man 
of property in it. Indeed we may amuſe 
ourſelves with vain ſpeculations, and thoſe 
who are out of power may hold forth (24 
captandum vulgum) that which in theory 
appears plauſible, but, if reduced to prac- 
tice, is dangerous, if not impoſſible. Every 
man, who has patience to conſider, and 
judgment to determine, on the nature and 
importance of the Houſe of Commons; 
muſt think that property is there the ſureſt 
pledge for honeſty; and although there 
may be ſome poor Members of Parlia- 
ment, who act purely for the good of their 
country; yet I fear, on reference to hiſ- 
tory, it will be faund that the men of pro- 


ny" alone are the perſons who have 
fought 
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fon abt the battles of the conſtitution, both 


againſt power before the Revolution, and | 


againſt inflaence fince. Shew me a man 
of large property, and I willſhew you one 
whoſe intereſt it is to tal care ne quid detri- 
menti reſpublica capiat, he may be biaſſed 
to a certain degree, but no temptation can 
lead him to ſacrifice great conſtitutional 
points, becauſe no gratuity, no emolument, 
no rank, is equal to the proſperity of his 
country, to the permanent ſecurity of his 
A and his n 


An increaſe of one handed members, to 
be elected by the freeholders, would be 
adding one hundred connections of Peers, 
and excluding one hundred men of the 
firſt Property in the kingdom and I ap- 
peal to any one, who is thoroughly ac- 
quainted with the Houſe of Commons, 
whether that would not be nearly the effect 


produced; if it would, I have made out 


my poſition : 2515 that i is not granted, let the 
names of county members ſpeak the fact, 
E but 
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but I will take leave to ſay, that if there 
are only thirty, out of the hundred, added 
to the influence of Peers, it is that thirty 
too much ; for whatever takes from the 
Commons and add: to the Peers, deſtroys 
the balance, and dangers the conſtitu- 
tion. 


Mr. Debrett, your author is not only 
incorrect in argument, or rather has no 
argument, but he is ſo in the facts he pre- 
tends to ſtate. If he did not imagine the 
number of electors in each borough was 
really as he ſtates them, he ſhamefully im- 
poſes on the public, by making a calcu- 
lation from thoſe numbers; and if he did 
ſuppoſe them correct, he knew nothing of 
the matter, for Willis's Notitia Parliamen- 
taria is not even a pretence, much leſs an 
excuſe for uttering obvious errors in print, 
He ſays Gattou has twelve votes; I believe 
it has not half ſo many at preſent, but the 
right of voting there is in Scot and Lot, 


and 8 there x now be only ſix, 
there 
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there may, by the next election, be fix thou- 
ſand. In Old Sarum the number of bur- 
gages are conſiderable, and may be con- 
veyed at the pleaſure of the owner. He 
ſtates Portſmouth to have 1000 electors ; 
there polled only 33 at the laſt conteſt in 
1780, and being a corporation now in the 
hands of one family, they are not very 
likely to be encreaſed to any conſiderable 
number ; there polled at the laſt election 
for Coventry 3000 and more, he ſtates 
1600; for Southwark there polled 1802, 
he ſtates 1500; there polled about 600 at 
the laſt Shoreham election, he ſtates 1 500; 
Willis is not to be charged with that falſe- 
hood. Indeed, on the beſt enquiry I can 
make, I find he is not correct in any one 
inſtance through his lift, But the only 
boroughs where the numbers of electors 
can in any degree be fixed, are where the 
right of voting is in burgage tenures ; be- 
cauſe in thoſe where the right of election is 
in ſcot and lot, or honorary freemen, the 
numbers may be infinite, are encreaſed in 
a E 2 a 


1 
a ſhort time, and may, at one election, be 
a very ſmall number, and at the next as 
many as Weſtminſter or London: there- 
fore the ſmallneſs of the number of electors 
can be no criterion, and if theſe boroughs 
imagined it could, they would ſoon encreaſe 
them to leave no complaint of that ſort. 
The author, ſtruck with his own partiality, 
thinks it neceſſary to aſſign a reaſon for 
having two members to Wincheſter, Salis- 
bury, Andover, Harwich, Launceſton, 
Scarborough, Marlborou gb, Malden, Buck- 
ingham, and Bath; he might have added 
Camelford, | Fowey, Grampound, and 
Newton, (but exactneſs he certainly does 
not aim at) when theſe have leſs than 50 
electors, except Salifbury, which he ſtates 
to have 56; and he propoſes to take one 
member from two boroughs, that by his 
own. account have more than 300 electors 
each, from five that have 200, from four 
that have 1 50, from eleven that have 100 
and upwards each; and from thirty that 
haye 50 and. upwards each - this is from 
| his 
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his own ſtatement, and his reaſon is, that 


although they have fewer electors, they 


have more houſes and inhabitants, (which 
in many inſtances is not true) but if it was 
true, the inhabitants have no concern in 
the election, which is limited to the corpo- 
rations alone of all theſe towns, and it is as 
good a reaſon to ſay they have more trees, 
or more ſparrows, for the one has as little 
to do with the election as the other. But 
in a ſcheme to render elections uncorrupt, 
and the repreſentation of the people com- 
plete, to leave thoſe that are moſt liable to 
be ſeduced by corruption, becauſe the au- 
thor fancies they are larger towns, when 
the ſize of the town, or the number of in- 
habitants has no influence in the election, is 
really too abſurd. He is terribly ſhocked 
that Weymouth and Melcombe-Regis 
ſhould return four members, which he calls 
Repreſentatives; whereas their concerns 
might be protected by two, by one, I be- 
lieve; but I muſt again remind your au- 
thor, that theſe four Repreſentatives are 
not 


( 39 ) 
not for thoſe ſmall towns, but for the 
whole kingdom ; and Mr. Ellis does not 
attend the Houſe fo conſtantly merely to 
protect thoſe who ſend him there, but to 
guard the intereſts of the community at 
large, 


Your anthor has entirely forgot the prin- 
cipality of Wales; and for what reaſon, 
pray, is Agmondeſham, which is as much 
in private, though very reſpeQable hands, 
as any borough in the kingdom, and the 
uncorrupt Stockbridge, with Tamworth, 
Newton in the Ifle of Wight, and York, 
entirely omitted? Theſe places are not fo 
.much as named in the book, not even in 
what is called A Ii of the different cities 
and boroughs in England, with the ſuppoſed 
number of electors in each; for Bramber, 
Haſlemere, and Petersfield are omitted in this 
IR, but are inſerted in the lift of thoſe that 
are to be deprived of one member, the firſt 
five, and all Wales, are, I ſuppoſe, to re- 


main, as at preſent, but are no more no- 
ticed, 
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ticed, than if ſuch places did not contti- 
bute, ia any degree, to form a pact of the 
legiſlature. | 


I now appeal to any man, who has 
taken the trouble to read theſe few pages, 
whether the author of theſe Lucubrations 
has ſhewn any neceſſity for his propoſed 
violence and injuſtice ? And if he will caſt 
his eye over the liſt of the members of 
Parliament, but ſhould happen to be igno- 
rant of the ſituation in life, and the for- 
tunes and conduct of thoſe gentlemen, 
who are, by this author's plan, to be turned 
out of parliament, and of the connections 
of county members, and the influence the 
Peerage already has in the Houſe of Com- 
mons, then if he will be at the trouble of 
aſking any of thoſe gentlemen who are, or 
have been Secretaries to the Treaſury, or in 
a ſituation to know the fact, whether it is 
not inconteſtible that by this plan the 
Houſe of Commons would retain leſs of 
the democracy, and acquire more of the 

ariſe 


K 
ariſtocracy, and conſequently be in a worſe 
ſtate, and more ſubject to controul and in- 

fluence, than it is at preſent, and if the an- 
ſwer ſhall not be in the affirmative, I am 
content to be called as ignorant as I am, 
under the neceſſity of ſaying the author of 
theſe Lucubrations i in my opinion is. 


I cannot, Sir, omit to take notice of the 
inference drawn from ſo much argument, 
and on the ſame principle I have taken the 
hberty to add a compleat plan for the im- 
mediate payment of the national debt, 
which, I beg leave to dedicate to the 
Right Honourable William Pitt; and 
1 bumbly preſume to adviſe, that it 
may be inſerted in the ſame bill with 
his reform of the repreſentation of the 
people. Your author's words are 4 7 bus, 
, there is ſpirit, vigour, and wiſdom 
« enorgh in the legiflat ure totally to disfran- 
« chiſe about fever bundred voters, who at 
« the ſame time might be permitted to vote 
5 for their county repreſentatives, and only 

cc to | 
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*, 


* #0 diminiſh the unreaſouable privileges 
<« which have been acquired by fix thouſand 
« more, or. in other words, if the rights and 
« intereſt of eight million be preferred to the 
e undue, unconſtitutional, and indeed abſurd 
ce claims of about ſeven thouſand individuals, 
* and if the rights aud franchiſes of fuch 
Fe individuals are equally diſtributed among 
6 the different counties in the kingaum, the 
« pcople will be repreſented in a manner, 
& which, though it is poſſible to render it 
ce perjoct in theory, it will be very difficult 
0 Practically ta improve. 


Conſcious as I am how difficult it will be 
as ably to prove the neceſſity of paying the 
national debt, as your author has evinced 
that the very exiſtence of this country, as a 
nation, depends on adopting his plan of par- 
liamentary reform, I muſt entreat you will 
allow me to take it for granted : and then 
Sir, if there is ſpirit, vigour; and wiſdom 
enough in the legiſlature totally to extirpate 
the race of the Percys, the Howards, the 

F Ruſſels, 
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Ruſſels, the Spencers, the Montagues, the 
Cayendiſhes, | and about ſeven hundred 


more families, whoſe property is too large 


to be endured (who at the ſame time might 


be permitted to ſettle on the coaſt of 
Africa or the iſland, of Otaheite) and only 
to take from about 500 more ſuch 
wretches, who dare to have 2 competency, 
half of what they poſſeſs, or in other words, 
if the intereſt, rights I might add, for they 
are as good in one caſe as the other, of 
eight millions be preferred to the undue, 
unconſtitutional, and indeed abſurd claims 
and pretences of about ſeven thoufand in- 
dividuals, and if the property of ſuch indi- 


viduals. is properly diſpoſed of, the national 


debt would be paid at once, the laborious 
and induſtrious Poor relieved from bur. 
thenſome taxes; and though in theory 
ſome people may fancy this may be effect 
ed in a leſs cruel manner, yet, depend on 
it, in practice, it will be very difficult to 


improve. ' Io | ; , "gt 


THE END. 


